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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adam et al (2004/0006726) in view of Acterna Atlas (Remote Fiber Test System). 

With respect to claims 1 ,9,28, Adam discloses an OTDR device. The device 
comprises: receiving an OTDR trace file 12 (fig 1); storing the data file on a storing 
medium 16 (fig 1); receiving a request in a browser and communicating the OTDR 
information to the browser (paragraphs [0005], [0018], [0027]). 

Adam does not explicitly disclose receiving the trace file in its native format. 
Since Adam' data directly receives the data 16 (fig 1) from the measurements 12 (fig 1), 
it would have been obvious that Adam's storage medium 16 (fig 1) receives the data in 
the native format from the OTDR. Further, Applicant does not explicitly define the 
claimed native fonnat so any format of the received data from the test equipment 12 (fig 
1) could be considered as the claimed native format. 

Adam does not disclose identifying a viewer that can render the OTDR 
information in the browser. Acterna manual discloses a function for identifying a range 
of privileges of a viewer that can render the OTDR infomiation (section Web enabled). It 
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would have been obvious to modify Adam with the identifying function taught by Acterna 
to secure the storage data. 

With respect to claims 2-3,12-13,17, Adam discloses storing a measurement 
data related to diagnosing communications problem of a testing fiber cable (paragraphs 
[0018], [0019]). 

With respect to claim 4, since Adam discloses that the raw data could be 
downloaded upon a request (paragraph [0027]), it would have been obvious Adam 
stores the measured data in its native format. 

With respect to claims 5,14,20,27, Adam discloses the claimed native format 
(paragraph [0018]; .SOR (fig 5)). 

With respect to claims 6, Adam discloses a computer 18 (fig 1) for translating the 
data into a viewable data (figs 8,9). 

With respect to claims 7-8,21 . it would have been obvious to modify Adam with 
the claimed plug-in to facilitate the measurement. 

With respect to claim 10, Adam discloses a computer 18 (fig 1) for performing all 
the function discussed in claim 1 above. 
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With respect to claims 11,15, refer to discussion In claim 1 above for the OTDR 
and claim 4 above for storing the native format. 

With respect to claim 16, the claimed using OTDR as a problem-diagnosis device 
for locating a fiber fault location vt/ould have been known. It would have been obvious to 
modify Adam's OTDR to locate the fault location of the fiber to fix the fiber easier. 

With respect to claim 18, it would have been obvious a designed choice to modify 
Adam's storage data to include wavelength measurements to test different 
characteristics of the fiber. 

With respect to claims 19,26, Adam discloses storing the data in a format 
generated by the OTDR (paragraph [0018]). 

With respect to claim 22, refer to discussion In claim 1 above for the OTDR. 
Further, Adam discloses the claimed user interface (paragraph [0005]). 

With respect to claims 23,31, Adam discloses the claimed data selections (fig 7, 
backscatter coefficient). 
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With respect to claims 24-25, it would have been obvious a design choice to 
modify Adam with a first screen for navigating to a plurality of OTDR functions as 
claimed to check different defects in the cable. 

With respect to claims 29-30, it would have been obvious a design choice to 
modify Adam browser to include a print function to print out any desired data. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed on 09/29/2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

With respect to Applicant's arguments about "identifying a viewer^ and "render 
the OTDR information" on pages 8-9, claim 22 does not claim the "identifying a viewer" 
limitation. Further, the claimed viewer could be interpreted as a terminal or a monitor, 
which is connected to a web link using a web browser to display data. Adam teaches 
eliminating the need for special data viewers (see Adam [0027]) only. Adam does not 
disclose eliminating normal data viewers (i.e. regular web browsers). Since Adam 
teaches outputting data to a web page ([0027]), It would have been obvious that the 
data could be displayed on a terminal by using a web browser. Since Adam teaches the 
original raw data could be downloaded for specialized trace viewers (paragraph [0027]), 
It would have been obvious that Adam would have to identify the requested viewer so 
that the requested data would be directed (render) to a right viewer (terminal). 
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With respect to Applicant's argument about the "native format" data, Adam 
discloses storing "original raw data" (paragraph [0027]). Since Applicant does not 
explicitly the format or special structure of the claimed "native format", it would have 
been obvious that Adam's "original raw data" could be considered as the claimed 
"native format" data. 

With respect to Applicant's argument about the claimed "plug-in", since the 
general conditions of the invention were disclosed by the prior arts, modify the prior art 
with the known plug-in to make the system more accurate or easy to use would involve 
only routine skill in the art. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tu T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2424. The examiner can normally be reached on T-F 7:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Toatley Jr. can be reached on (571) 272-2800 Ext. 77. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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